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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-48 are pending. 

Double Patenting 

2. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference clalm(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887. 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937. 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321(c) or 1 .321 (d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either Is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 
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Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 



3. Claim 1 is provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claim 1 of copending Application No. 
10/714,122. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably 
distinct from each other because of the following reasons: Claim 1 of the instant 
application substantially recites the limitations of claim 1 of the cited copending 



application. 



Claim 1 


Copending Application Claim 1 


1. An index file for retrieving on an individual basis, 
imaging data captured from at least one document 
by an application running on an imaging subsystem 
of a document processor, the index file comprising 
a document-type definition file that is processed 
with the image data by the imaging subsystem 
application, the imaging subsystem application 
interpreting the image data to be retrieved 
according to the document-type definition file. 


1. A document processing system having at least 
one computer running system software that 
interfaces with transDOrt hardware to provide 
document control and caoture document of imaaes 
and document data in various fomiats. wherein an 
imaoe file stores a oluralitv of captured document 
imaaes for subseouent retrieval on an individual 
basis, the svstem indudtna a computer readable 
storaae medium storino the svstem software, the 
svstem software on the medium further comprisino: 
instructions for indexino the imaoe file bv creatino 
an index file containing indexing data for the 
captured document images, the index file being in 
the fonn of a self-describing document wherein 
elements describe the indexing data for the 
captured document images to allow subsequent 
retrieval of the captured document images on an 
individual basis. 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to nvsdify the cited limitations as indicated claim 1 of the copending 
application because the remaining elements would have performed the same function 
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as before. Such modification would not interfere with the functionality of the remaining 
elements. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not In fact been patented. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 1-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. "An index file" in 1®' line of claim 1 is 
insufFicient to render the claims tangibly embodied in a manner so as to be executable. 
See MPEP 2106 (IV)(B)(1)(a) and 2106 (IV)(B)(2)(a). Since claims 2-25 incorporate the 
deficiencies of claim 1 , they are likewise rejected. "A file" in 1^' line of claim 26 is 
insufFicient to render the claims tangibly embodied in a manner so as to be executable. 
See MPEP 2106 (IV)(B)(1 )(a) and 2106 (IV)(B)(2)(a). Since claims 27-48 incorporate 
the deficiencies of claim 1 , they are likewise rejected. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-36 and 38-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Anderson et al. (U.S. Publication No. 2004/0015566) in view of Lai 
(U.S. Patent No. 6.684,204). 

With respect to claim 1 , Anderson teaches an index file for retrieving on an 
individual basis, imaging data captured from at least one document by an application 
running on an imaging subsystem of a document processor, the index file comprising 
file that is processed with the image data by the imaging subsystem application, the 
imaging subsystem application interpreting the image data to be retrieved according to 
the file (sections 60-69 on pages 2-3, sections 85-97 on pages 6-7, section 131 on page 
9, and sections 238-245 on pages 14-15). Anderson teaches data for the captured 
document images are in XML (sections 1089-1092 on page 56 and section 1107 on 
page 56). Anderson does not explicitly disclose the index file comprising a document- 
type definition file. However, Lai teaches the Index file comprising a document-type 
definition file (figs. 4, 5, 7, and 9, lines 1-49 in col. 2, lines 30-38 in col. 4, line 64 in col. 
4 thru line 35 in col. 5) in order to effectively search documents in XML. Therefore, 
based on Anderson in view of Lai, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the Invention was made to utilize the teaching of Lai to the 
system of Anderson in order to effectively search documents in XML. 
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With respect to claims 2-5 and 22-24, Lai teaches the document-type definition 
file includes a plurality of elements delineating parameters of the document processor, a 
plurality of attributes associated with selected ones of the plurality of elements, the 
association being set forth in an attribute declaration list, wherein selected attributes 
include a choice subgroup, the choice subgroup having at least two values, the plurality 
of elements include optional user-defined elements when a predetermined one of the 
attribute choice subgroup values is selected, the plurality of user-defined elements 
includes parsed character data and unparsed character data, and a parser for 
interpreting the data according to the document-type definition file (figs. 4, 5, 7, and 9, 
lines 1-49 in col. 2, lines 30-38 in col. 4, line 64 in col. 4 thru line 35 in col. 5). 
Therefore, the limitations of claims 2-5 are rejected in the analysis of claim 1 above, and 
the claim is rejected on that basis. 

With respect to claims 6-14, Anderson teaches a check document, a check 
account number element, document type for element delineating, a check amount 
element, a check iaccount number element, a check routing and transit number element, 
a check sequence number element, a transaction number element, and a transcode 
element (fig. 38, fig. 42, sections 60-69 on pages 2-3, sections 85-97 on pages 6-7, 
section 131 on page 9, section 188 on pages 12, and sections 238-245 on pages 14- 
15). 

With respect to daims 15-21 , Anderson teaches a stub document, an account 
number element, an amount element, a date element, document type for element 
delineating, a transcode element, and a transaction number element (fig. 38, fig. 42, 
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sections 60-69 on pages 2-3, sections 85-97 on pages 6-7, section 131 on page 9, 
section 188 on pages 12, and sections 238-245 on pages 14-15). 

With respect to claim 25, Anderson teaches the document processor is capable 
of being connected to other document processors via a network (figs. 1-3). 

With respect to claim 26. Anderson teaches a file for indexing data captured by 
an imaging subsystem of a document processing system from at least one document, 
the index file being associated with the image data in an imaging file in the imaging 
subsystem (sections 60-69 on pages 2-3, sections 85-97 on pages 6-7, section 131 on 
page 9, and sections 238-245 on pages 14-15). Anderson teaches data for the 
captured document images are in XML (sections 1089-1092 on page 56 and section 
1 107 on page 56). Anderson does not explicitly disclose the index file comprising a 
document-type definition file. However, Lai teaches the index file comprising a 
document type definition file having a plurality of element declarations and attribute 
declarations, wherein the plurality of element declarations include first elements related 
to selected parameters of the document processing system and second elements 
related to selected parameters of each at least one document that is processed, and 
wherein the attribute declarations include attributes that describe detailed information 
about selected ones of the elements (figs. 4, 5, 7, and 9, lines 1-49 in col. 2, lines 30-38 
in col. 4, line 64 in col. 4 thru line 35 in col. 5) in order to effectively search documents In 
XML. Therefore, based on Anderson in view of Lai, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the teaching 
of Lai to the system of Anderson in order to effectively search documents in XML. 
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With respect to claims 27-28, Lai teaches selected first elements Include first 
child elements and selected second elements include second child elements, the first 
child elements are elements defining the attributes and data that are common to 
subsequent elements (figs. 4, 5, 7, and 9, lines 1-49 in col. 2, lines 30-38 in col. 4, line 
64 in col. 4 thru line 35 in col. 5). Therefore, the limitations of claims 27-28 are rejected 
in the analysis of claim 26 above, and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

With respect to claims 29-32, Anderson teaches information related to the 
innaging subsystem, wherein the imaging subsystem includes an identity of the image 
storage means, a camera including at least one attribute, the attribute being the Identity 
of the camera and the identity of the image file associated with the camera (fig. 38, fig. 
42, sections 60-69 on pages 2-3, sections 85-97 on pages 6-7, section 131 on page 9, 
section 188 on pages 12, and sections 238-245 on pages 14-15). 

With respect to claims 33-35, Anderson teaches an Image capture server 
including the identity of the image capture server and at least one attribute having a 
value identifying the document processing system, wherein the value identifying the 
document processing system Is selected from the group consisting of a name of the 
image capture server and a serial number associated with the document processing 
system (fig. 38, fig. 42. sections 60-69 on pages 2-3, sections 85-97 on pages 6-7, 
section 131 on page 9, section 188 on pages 12, and sections 238-245 on pages 14- 
15). 

With respect to claims 36 and 38, Anderson teaches a plurality of attributes 
defining the at least one document in relation to the imaging subsystem, wherein the 
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imaging subsystem includes a camera, and one attribute includes information about the 
skew angle of each at least one document in relation to the camera (fig. 38. fig. 42, 
sections 60-69 on pages 2-3, sections 85-97 on pages 6-7, section 131 on page 9, 
section 188 on pages 12, and sections 238-245 on pages 14-15). 

With respect to claims 39-40. Anderson teaches parsed character data defining 
what image character recognition parameters are to be used with the image data of the 
at least one document and selected image data of the at least on document are 
captured as a clipped portion of a JPEG image, wherein the image file includes a sub- 
folder that sets out the coordinates to use when capturing the clipped portion of the 
JPEG image, and wherein the image character recognition parameters are located in 
the image file sub-folder (fig. 38. fig, 42, sections 60-69 on pages 2-3, sections 85-97 on 
pages 6-7. section 131 on page 9, section 188 on pages 12, and sections 238-245 on 
pages 14-15). 

With respect to claims 41-47, Anderson teaches 41. a plurality of attributes 
defining Image information of each of the at least one document processed by the 
document processing system, wherein one attribute includes a document identification 
number, image character recognition type, information relating to the dimensions of the 
image, information relating to the resolution of the image, information relating to the 
compression of the image, information relating to the threshold value for the image (fig. 
38, fig. 42, secfions 60-69 on pages 2-3, sections 85-97 on pages 6-7. secfion 131 on 
page 9. section 188 on pages 12. and sections 238-245 on pages 14-15). 
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With respect to claim 48, Anderson teaches the document processor is capable 
of being connected to other document processors via a network (figs. 1-3). 



Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claim 37 Is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 



9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joon H. Hwang whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4036, The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30-6:00(M-F). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain T. Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Infornnation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Joon Hwang 
Patent Examiner " — " 
Technology Center 2100 
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